April 29, 1998

MEMORANDUM

TO: Orville D. Green, Assistant Administrator

Air & Hazardous Waste
FROM: Susan J. Richards, Chief | &
Air Quality Permztzzng Bureau /
Air & Hazardous Waste

SUBJECT: Issuance of Non-Substantive Modification of
Tier Il Operating Permit #017-00048 to
Interstate Concrete & Asphalt, Sandpoint

PURPQSE

The purpose of 2hzs memorandam is to satisfy the requirements of IDAPA 16.01.01.400 (Rules
’ oliytion in [daho) for issuing Tier 1l Operating Permits.

This project involves the modification of permit language for fugitive dust control methods. The
facility was issued a Tier Il Operating Permit (OP) for the RACT/RACM Implementation Project

on July 7, 1995,

SUMMARY QF EVENTS

On January 20, 1998, DEQ Central Office received a copy of the permit modification request. On
February 19, 1998, the Tier Il OP modification was declared compiete by AQPB/New Source

Review Section.

RECOMMENDATIONS

Based on review of Interstate’s submittal and state and federal rules and regulations, the Bureau
recommends that Interstate Concrete & Asphalt, Sandpoint, be issued a non-substantive
modification to their Tier 1l Operating Permit. Staff members also recommend that interstate be
notified in writing about the requirement to update the facility’s Fugitive Dust Control Plan as
necessary. No public comment period is required for this project, and no additional Tier I permit

application fees apply.

CDGSJRIDAM ... \permitst. Nea-mod MM

cc.  Coeur d’Alene Regional Office
COF
Source File
OP File Manuai



April 28, 1998

MEMORANDUM

TO: Susan J. Richards, Chief
Air Quality Permitting Bureau
Air & Hazardous Waste

FROM: Darrin A. Mehr, Air Quaiity Engin
Alr Quality Permitiing Bureau
Operating Permits Section

THROQUGH:  Daniel Salgado, Air Quality Permi nager
Air Quaiity Permitting Burea
Operating Permits Section

SUBJECT: Technical Analysis for Non-Substantive Modification of Tier lt Operating Permit #017-00048
interstate Concrete & Asphait (Sandpoint)

PURPOSE

The purpose of this memeorandum is to satisfy the requirements of IDAPA 36 01.01.400 (Rules for the Conirol of Air
Polluticn in idaho) (Rules) for the issuance of Operating Permils.,

EACHITY DESCRIPTION

interstate Concrete & Asphait {interstate} owns and operates a facility in the Sandpoint Nonaftainment Area (SNA)
coniaining both a concrete baich plant and & porfable asphalt batch plant. The concrete piant and asphalt plant can
operate simultaneously. The asphalt plant was originaily issued a State of idaho Permit to Construct (FTC) in June of
1890. The concrete batch piant was not included in that permit. No aggregate crushing or washing activities occur on-
site. The facility was issued a Tier Il Operating Permit (OP) on July 7, 1985,

Asphait Plant

Haut trucks bring crushed aggregate and sand on-site where they are dumped into storage piles. A front-end
loader transfers aggregate and sand, as needed, to a three-bin cold feed hopper. Metered quantities of
aggregate are fed from the hopper onto a conveyor. The conveyor passes the aggregate through a screen and
delivers the aggregate to a natural gas-fired rotating drum dryer. In the drum dryer, the aggregate is heated
to approximately 300°F and is transported by a bucket conveyor to a size segregating screen and siored shortly
before being reproportioned in a weigh hopper prior to transfer into a pug-mill mixer. In the pug-mill mixer, the
aggregate is thoroughly mixed with asphalt oif before either being dropped ontoe a drag slat conveyor for
transport into storage sifos or into haut trucks.

The hot-mix asphalt plant is a Barber Greene model DA-85, which is a drum-mix design, with a manufacturer's
rated production capacily of 200 tons per hour (T/hr). The burner has a heat input capacity of 36 mitlion British
Thermai Units per hour BTU/hr) and operates on nalural gas. PM and PM,, emissions from the drum dryer,
hot storage bin, weigh scale, and pug mill mixer are controlied by a baghouse. Reclaimed baghouse dustis
combined with dried aggregate in the hot storage bin,

Asphait oll is delivered to the facility by bulk tankers. The tankers transport the asphatlt oil to one of the storage
tanks. The asphalt plant also loads raw aggregate into haui trucks directly from a front-end ioader.
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Concrete Plant

Equipment at the concrete batch piant includes the batch unit with cement and aggregate weigh hoppers and
ioad-out conveyor beit, three cement silos (one of which Is equipped with a weigh hopper), and elevated
aggregate storage bins with charging hopper and conveyor.

Washed rock and sand are derived from off-site source(s) and are transported onto the facility by haul trucks.
‘The sand and aggregate are dumped in the storage pile arsa shared by the asphalt baich piant. A front-end
loader then transfers the aggregate to the charging hopper as needed. From the charging hopper, the
aggregate is transported at a rate of 200 tons per hour (T/hr) by a conveyor 1o the elevated storage bins, The
aggregate traveis along a conveyor to a weigh hopper where it is transferred directly to a mixer truck in the
desired . Raw cement s batched in sither of two locations: in the first case, it is discharged directly
onto the aggregate conveyor; and in the second case, it is transferred directly to the mixer truck. Wateris
added at the common aggregate/cement entry point simultanecusily. Aggregate and approximately two-thirds
of the water are added to the mixer prior fo infroduction of cement, The last portion of water is added after all
other ingredients have been mixed., The mixer truck biends the mixture and ransports the concrete off-site,
The maximum allowabie production capacity for the concrete batch plant is 75 cubic yards per hour (yd/hr).

Cement is delivered by buik tanker truck, which pneumatically conveys the cement to one of three storage silos,

The concrete batch piant provides aggregate for delivery off-site. A front-end loader either transfers the
aggregate directly to the hau! trucks or 10 the pea gravel hopper (PG Hopper), which in turn drops the
aggregate into haul frucks.

Particulate emissions from the three cement silo bin vents are controlled by two mini baghouses. Bags are
g;aarzed by motor driven shaker. Baghouse cement dust reciaimed by the shaker is returned to the storage
1.

Emissions from operation of the concrete bateh plant include fugitive PM and PM,, emissions resulting from
icader and truck traffic on unpaved roads, aggregate drops, aggregate transport on uncovered conveyors, and
wind erosion of exposed storage piles.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Interstate requested that DEQ modify the permit language specifying the application frequency of chemical dust
suppressant on unpaved roads and traffic areas. interstate’s request was prompted because an inspection of the
Sandpoint facility determined that the facility was not properly performing dust suppressant application activies with
the é:igondiﬁons of Tier i OF #017-00048, nor was the facility performing the recordkeeping required by the permit
conditions.

The facility is formally requesting a change in permit language fo aliow more flexibility in controlling fugitive dust
emissions from unpaved traffic areas (see Appendix A to review Interstate’s request).

SUMMARY OF EVENTS
September 4, 1597. Sandpoint facility was inspected by Tom Harman, DEQ, Coeur d’Alene Regional Qffice, and

Jim Greaves, Environmental Protection Agency, idaho Operations Office,

January 16, 1968: DEQ Coeur d'Alene Regional Office received a submittal from Interstate concerning apparent

fugitive dust control measures and a request for a change in permit conditions.

January 20, 1998: DEQ Central Cffice received a copy of the permit modification request.

February 18, 1988: Tier | OP modification was declared complete by AQPB/New Source Review

Section.



interstate TECH MEMO
April 29, 1998
Page 3

DISCUSSION

interstate’s Fugitive Dust Control Pian (feferred to as the “Chemical Dus! Suppressant Application Pian™ in Tier
i OP #017-00048) contains the facility’s methods for controlling fugitive dust emissions (see Appendix B},
Fugttive PM,, emissions from vehicle traffic were calculated and directly used in the svaluation of the Sandpoint
S RACT/RACM project in 1895, The emission controls proposed by Interstate (listed as Conditionat Control
Measures in the Tier Il OP) are reflected in the hourly and annual fugitive emission limits in Appendix A of the
permi. The hourly emission rates were used in the computer modeling attainment demonstration for the SIP
project. Interstate was issued a permit in 1995 that allowed for certain production increases based on an
emissions analysis which inciuded a strenuous leve! of control identified as being “best available conirol
technology”. This level of emissions control was assigned an overall control efficiency of 80%. This is in
comparison to typical water application being afforded 50% effective control.

A worst case analysis of PM,, emissions from unpaved roads reveals that if Interstate were to refax control
measures for fugitive dust emissions from the level of control contained in Interstate’s Fugitive Dust Control
Plan, dated May 2, 1995, to the leve! of contro! that existed in July of 1985, emissions could potentially increase
up to rearly three pounds per hour {b/he) and up to 1.3 tons per year (THY) (see Appendix [3). This Is based
on the assumption that the facility adequately controlied fugitive road dust with water for the concrete batch
plant vehicle traffic, and that the asphaltic concrete plant utifized the Fugitive Dust Control Plan created per
PTC #0240.0035, That PTC's Fugilive Dust Control Plan called for unpaved roads to be siled once every two

months during the facility's operating season.

Provided interstate appilies the dust oif andfor magnesium chloride in adequate application intensity and
frequency to mainiain the ground inveniory, there would be no increase in fugitive PM,, emissions. If, however,
the facility fails to maintain the aggressive and effective conirol measures dust suppressant, PM,, emissions
could increase by some armount. The actual amount of emissions increase wouild depend on the total area of
raduced fugitive dust condrol and the vehicle traffic characteristics. The worst case emissions increase would
be approximately three ibhr of PM,,, much of which couid be attributed to fracking out of dirt and mud from
water- reatad areas onio the facilty’s paved roads. Only increased effort foward housekeeping (sweeping and
flushing) would control tracking out of material on paved road sections,

Relaxafion of the confrol measures is not being allowed by this permitling action. Rather, DEQ is aliowing the
facility the flexibility to determine the frequency and application intensity of the dust suppressani(s) while
maintaining an aggressive level of fugitive dust control. The burden of maintaining this aggressive leve! of
control lies with the facility, If fugitive dust complaints against the facility are received, and the emissions are
identifiably from vehicle traffic contact with unpaved road surfaces, obviocusly the level of fugitive dust control
that Interstate agreed to implement is not being implemented, and further discussions between DEQ and
Infersiate staff must be initiated to resolve the issue. Fuglive dust complaints against this facility have not been
received by DEQ following the appiicabliity of the Fugitive Dust Controt Plan as part of the July 1, 1996,
Conditional Controi Measures.

SUMMARY OF PERMIT LANGUAGE CHANGES

1. Change requirernent for application of environmentally Safe Chemical Dust Suppressant (ESCDS)
every 30 days during operating season {o “as needed”,

2. Require recordkeeping of housekeeaping practices (sweeping and/or flushing) on paved road areas.

3. Deletion of Permit Condition 3.1 on Page 8 of 14 which limited the speed of vehicle traffic to 5 miles
per hour within the facility,

The Permittee must also update the Fugitive Dust Control Plan to reflect these changes and submit a copy io
DEQ and keep a current copy on-site. (See Appendix C to review a redline/strikeout version of the permit text),

2 Modeling
No modeling analysis was performed for this project.
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3. Area Classification

interstate is located in the Sandpoint PM,, nonattainment area, in Bonner Counly. The area is designated as
attainment or unclassifiable for all other criteria poliutants,

4. Eacllity Classification

Interstate’s Sandpoint facility is not a major facility as defined by IDAPA 16.01.01.008.14. Interstate is not a
designated facility, as defined by IDAPA 16.01.01.006.25

5. Regulatory Review
‘The facility is subjact to the foilowing pemit&ng' requirements:

a) RDAPA 16.01.01.200 Procedures and Requirements for Permits {o Constructs.

b) IRAPA 16.01.01.401.03(a) Tier I Operating Permit Required for Attainment of a National
Ambient Air Quality Standard;

¢} IDAPA 16.01.01.403 Permit Requirements for Tier it Sources;

d) DAPA 16.01.01.406 Obligation to Compiy;

8) DAPA 168.01.01.825 Visible Emissions Opacity Restrictions;

f) IRARPA 168.01.01 650 General Rules for the Control of Fugitive Dust; and

1] 1IRAFA 18.01.01.808 Fugitive Dust Control for Asphalt Plants,

EEES

interstate’s request for this modification of the pétmit does not qualify as a substantive modification. Therefore, a
- $500.00 Tier I OP fee specified by IDAPA 16.01,01.470 of the Rules is not required. The facility is a non-major facility
as defined by IDAPA 16.01.01.008 and, therefore, is not sublect to registraion fees per IDAPA 16.01.01 528,

RECOMMENDATIONS

Based upon a review of the submittal from interstate, the Bureau recommends that DEQ issue Inferstate Concrete &
Asphait revised pages for Tier il OP #017-00048 to reflact the revised fugilive dust confro! permit requirements. Staff
members aiso recommend that interstate be nofified in writing that the facility’s Fugitive Dust Control Plan be updated
as needed. Specified emission limits and operating hour restrictions shail remain unchanged. No public comment is
required bacause this is a non-substantive permit modification,

SIRADSADAM: IS \permRL . e irnod. TAM
Attachments

ce: G. Burr, Coeur d'Alene Regional Office
R. Wilkosz, Technical Services Bureau
Source File
COF
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Coeur <’Alene, ID 83814-2648

Reference: Dust Abatement-unpaved road section, Sandpoint yard,
Interstate Concrete & Asphalt

Pear Mr. Harmon:

In response to your letter requesting a method of achieving
compliance with our apparent permit violation of not treating our
unpaved roadways every 30 days with chemical dust abatement, please Find
the following corrective measures and clarifications.

As stated in your letter, we did not maintain our monthly records.
This was assigned to a specific employee, whe has been reprimanded. We
take this matter seriously and & monthly review will be established to
assure that our record keeping is maintained.

Although not recorded, Interstate did maintain the unpaved roadway
sections with weekly and sometimes daily dust abatement with water via
our 4,000 gallon water truck appliying 1000-150C gallons per application.
These areas had previously been {reated with magnesium chloride in July
of 19%6. We elected not to re-treat these areas in 1997 because
magnesium chloride residue was still apparent, which rejuvenated by
water application. We found in the previous vear (1995-May, June,
July}, that monthly applications of magnesium chloride resulted in 2
“residual build-up” which would not penetrate. It also raised concerns
about run-cff water and stozm water run-off.

We would propose to continue using magnesium chloride as a2

! chemical dust abatement but would like the opportunity to amend our
permit from current applications of every 30 days to an “as needed”
basis in conjunction with weekly water applications. Records of such
applications would be maintained, as well as our current maintenance of
paved surfaces reguiring walering and brooming.

Thank you for your consideratvion in these matters.

Respectfa

, sl

Larry Peak
General Manager

845 West Kathieen Avenue « Coeur d'Alene, idaho 83814 « (208} 765-1144 « FAX (268) 765-3773
P.Q. Box 1113 « Sandpoint, idaho 83864 « (208) 263-0538 « FAX {208} 2635430
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Fugitive Dust Control Plan,
dated May 2, 1985
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" CONCRETE & ASPHALT

May 4, 1995

Michael R. McGown

Division of Environmental Quality
1410 North Hilton

Boise, ID 837061255

Subject: Sandpoint Facility

Dear Mr. McGown: i

Enclosed is a copy of our Fugxtwé Dust Control Plan for our Sandpomt Site as you
requested in your March 30, 1995 information rec;uest. Please call if you have any

qaestzoas or commcnts

RNECEIVED

MAY I R 1005

Div, of Environmental Quality
Community Programs

845 West Kathieen Avenue « Coeur d'Alene, Idaho 83814 » (208) 765-1144 « FAX (208} 765-3773
P.O. Box 1113 « Sandpoint, Idaho 83864 « (208) 2630538 » FAX (208) 263-5430




FUGITIVE DUST CONTROL PLAN
INTERSTATE CONCRETE AND ASPHALT CO.
Sandpoint, Idaho

May 2, 1995

PURPOSE

Implementing a practical and effective fugitive dust control plan is a requirement of
our Air Operating Permit issued as part of the Sandpoint PM-10 Implementation Plan.
An effective plan that helps Interstate control fugitive dust emissions from the unpaved
portions of our sife protects our ability to operate and benefits our comumunity through

cleaner air.

AMENDMENTS

We anticipate that this plan will have to be amended from time to time do to changing
dust control products, changes in product demand, and additional areas being paved.
Significant changes, not anticipated with this plan, will require a plan change or update.
All such updates should be sent to: Division of Environmental Quality, Operating
Permits, 1410 North Hilton, Boise, ID 83706.

DOCUMENTATION

An up-to-date copy of this plan will be maintained at the Sandpoint office of Interstate.
One copy of the required log will also be maintained at the Sandpoint office. Ata
minimum the log will include: application dates and quantities of chemical dust
suppressants; application times, dates, and quantities of water; areas treated by the
various methods; signatures of operators making applications of dust suppressant or

water; the days weather.

DUST CONTROL STRATEGIES R

Since no single control method works best in all cases, we have chosen a combined
strategy using three different types of dust control measures depending on location, traffic
volume, and type of activity occurring in the immediate area. High traffic areas without
any loading of unloading or gravel will be paved. Low traffic areas and parking areas
without any loading or unloading of gravel will be dust oiled with a commercially
available and environmentally safe dust suppressant. Areas in which aggregate materials
are handled, loaded, or unloaded will be treated with magnesium chloride supplemented
with water. Each control strategy is detailed below. The attached map defines the areas

to be treated by each method.



1.) Pavement: Areas that have a high traffic count traveling in a defined roadway which
does not experience aggregate spillage will be paved. These areas are primarily entrances
and exits or located adjacent to existing paved areas. Paved areas will be broomed and
flushed as necessary to maintain a clean surface. The asphalt pavement will be a
minimum of 2” thick and shall be maintained in good condition.

2.) Dust Oil: Areas that have a lower traffic count or areas in which roadways cannot be
well defined and do not have gravel handling activities will be dust oiled. These areas are
generally adjacent to paved areas. The first application will be 0.25 gallons/sy and will
occur as early in the year as precipitation and ground moisture will allow. This is usually
between late April and the end of May, Areas will be retreated with a minimum
application of .05 gallons/sy each month. Reapplication areas and amounts may be
adjusted to account for weather, surface condition, and the ability of the surface to accept”
the application. Such adjustments to the reapplication schedule or areas treated will be
documented in the log. 1000 gallons of dust suppressant is needed to treat an average

area of 4000 sy at 0.25 gallons/sy.

3.) Magnesium Chloride: Areas that experience significant spillage of aggregates in the
material handling process will be controlled with a combination of magnesium chloride
supplemented with water application. These areas are generally around the aggregate
stockpiles. The first application of magnesium chloride will be 0.25 gallons/sy and will
occur as early in the year as precipitation and ground moisture will allow. This is usually
between late April and the end of May. Areas will be retreated with 0.10 gallons/sy
magnesium chloride every two months as weather demands. Treated areas will be
watered daily or as necessary 1o maintain the moisture content of the surface. A water
truck will be readily available for this purpose. 8.25 tons of magnesium chloride is
needed to treat an average area of 6000 sy at 0.25 gallons/sy. 3600 gallons/day of water
is needed to treat an average area of 6000 sy during a typical dry summer day. Cool
weather, precipitation, and cloud cover will reduce the amount of water that needs to be

applied.
HOUSEKEEI’ING

Good housekeeping is an important part of controlling fugitive dust emissions. The
following practices will be used:
1.) Clean up gravel spills in a timely manner.
2.) Maintain the gravel areas to minimize potholes and poor dramage
3.) Use barricades or other devices to keep traffic out of untreated areas.
4.} Use barricades or other devices to limit the locations where traffic can pass
from gravel to paved areas.
5.) Broom and flush pavements that experience tracking from unpaved areas.
6.) Avoid over-watering to prevent mud and tracking problems.
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FUGITIVE DUST CONTROL LOG

DUST OIL AND MAGNESIUM CHLORIDE APPLICATIONS

OPERATCOR

BATE —[QUANTITY  |AREAS TREATED INTTIALS COMMENTS




FUGITIVE DUST CONTROL LOG

WATER APPLICATIONS
NUMBER OF QUANTITY QOPERATOR
DATE APPLICATIONS 1IN GALLONS |AREAS TREATED INITIALS WEATHER




Appendix C

Redline/Strikeout Version of
Revised Tier Il OP #017-00048 Pages



AIR POLLUTION OPERATING PERMIT
PERMITTEE AND LOCATION

PERMIY NUMBER

i?;ﬁﬁ??ﬁéﬁ"?m? :!ﬂ“g'o?\élt*ete Batch Plant !{}!1|7| i Mo[a[s[a}
Sandpoint, Ideho .

The Permittee s her sllowed to rate the {pment degcribed herein subject to
the emisgion Limits :% monitoring éﬁ reportin;q:aquwmnts specified In this permit.

| SoURCE

itive Emission Sources

1. SBOURCE DESCRIPTION

1.1 Ereogsess.Description

This section of the permit includes fugltive emission sources. Sources of
fugitive emissions include wvehicle traffic on paved and unpaved roads,
aggregate handling, and stockpile erosion. Various sized aggregates are
delivered by truck to the stockpllie area. Conveyors deliver sized
aggregate to three (3} overhead bins at the top of the concrete plant.
Related to asphalt production, a front-end loader transfers aggregate as
needed to a four-bin cold feed hepper. Metered quantities of aggregate
are fed from the hopper onto two {(2) open conveyors in series and
delivered teo a natural gas-fired drum dryer. Stockpiled sand and gravel
are then loaded out into vehicles of various configuration either from the
PG Hopper or a front-end loader. Several of these socurces have been

discussed in previocus sections.

1.2
'*he Permittee shal) increase the control measures on unpaved roads and
areas and sweep (water f£lushing as necessary) all paved roagds at least
weekly.
The Permitiee shall pave the proposed access reads and scale area.
2. EMISSION LIMITS '

2.1 pEygitive Emissions
At all times, fugitive emissionsg shall be reasonably controliled by the
following methods, but not limited to the following methods, as reguired
in IDAPA 16.01.01.650 and 808.

2.1.1% Ail unpaved haul roads and front-end loader travel areas shall be
treated with an environmentally safe chemical dust suppressant’

(ESCDS) & et

o The ESCDS shall be applied
80 as to provide reasonable
1 roads .and frontwend

g

in sufficient quantities andy

control of fugitive ﬁust frcm”'ae' un)
1 VOWAR RS BHAYY BE AR

The Permittee shall increase fugitive PM,, control strategies
according to the metheds submitted te¢ the Department in the
following document: “Fugitive Dust Controel Plan", Interstate
Concrete & Asphalt Company, Sandpoint, Idahe, May 2, 1995.

l 1ssuep: April 29, 1993'
EXPIRES: Jul

. \permi £\ intermod, bMY



AIR POLLUTION OPERATING PERMIY
PERMITTEE AND LOCATION

PERNIT NUKBER

I Concrate & Asphait 0i1i7i - GiD|O}4i8

a§§§§?§'§:t§u Piant and Toncrete Batch Plant E ; ! i i i ’ | [ i
int, L)

The Permittes ia hereby atlowed to operate the ipment described herein subject to

the .3’5?;1‘«: (imits &‘% monitoring % rwtin;q;emirmnts specified in thés permit,

SOURCE

3. QPERATING REQUIREMENTS

the Permittee shall, by no later than July 1, 19%6, install the
Conditlonal Control Measures, as described in Section 1.2 of this permit.

4. MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

4.1.1 the Permittee shall develop and keep current a Chemical Dust
Suppressant Application Plan {CDSAP).

4.1.1.1 Brand name and chemical composition of the ESCDS
sejected for use.

4.1.1.2 Dilubtion ratio {volume of water: volume of ESCDS) to be
used in the formation of each ESCDS solution ready for

direct application.

4.1.1.43 Application intensity, in gallons per sguare vyazd
(gal/yd?), of the ESCDS solution for each projected

treatment date.

4.1.1.54 Facility plet plan illustrating the proposed treatment
areas.

4.2  ESCRS Application Log

The Parmit§ee shal}l record the fellowing information each time the ESCDS
is appliedi <irwew ; : -
ewacTrT

4.2.1 Brand name and chemical composition of the ESCDS used.

4.2.2 Dilution ratio {volume of water: volume of ESCDS} used to form the
ESCDS solutlon ready for direct application,

4.2.3 Date of ESCDS solution application.

4.2.4 Application intensity {(gal/yd*} of the ESCDS sclution.

4.2.5 Facility plot plan illustrating the treated areas.

4.2.6 Name of the firm and of the o¢perator responsible for the ESCDS

sclution application. The operator shall initial these required
records to verify thelir accuracy.

ISSUED: April 29, 1998
EXPIRES: July 7, 2000 |

pAM: 4y, . \permit\internod. PMT




AIR POLEUYION OPERATING PERMIT
PERMITTEE AND LOCATION

PERMIT NUMBER

z:&::*::*s:mm: e Boncrete Batch Plant (lr7] - [oiojof+]s]
int, ldsho

The Parmittee is her aliowed to rate the ipment described herein subject to
the emission limits m monitoring % reportin;";*’mirmts specified in thgs permit.

! Fugitive imissim Sources - E

5.1.1 A copy of the CPSAP shall be made available to Department
representatives upon request,

5.1.2 The Permittee shall notify the Department in writing of any changes
in an existing CDSAP at least thirty (30) days prior to the proposed
date of change.

5.2  ESCRS Application Log

5.2.3 A copy of the ESCDS Application Log and Fhté Lank
be maintained on-site for the most recent two {2} year period.

5.2.2 Access to these records shall be made available to Department
representatives upon request,

5.3 The Permittee shall provide notice to the Department within ten {10} days
of making the change, as described in Section 1.2 of this permit.




Appendix D

_ Emission Estimates
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